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Court of the Umted States for sald dlstnct a hbel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 2 ‘cases, each containing 12 gallon cans of olive oil, at Akron, .
Ohio, alleging that the article had been shipped on or about March 3, 1919, by
the Union Olive Oil Co., New York, N. Y., and transported from the State of
New York into the State of Ohio, and charging adulteration and misbranding
in violation of the IMood and Drugs-Act, as amended. .The article was labeled
111 part,” “ Finest Quality Table Oil Insuperabile.” '

“Adulteration of the article was’ alleged for the reason’ ‘that cottonseed oil had
been mixed therewith and substituted wholly or in part for olive 01] “which
the drticle purported to be.

‘Misbranding of the article- was alleged for the reason that ‘the statements
borne 6n the labels of the cans, hot corrected by the statement in incorspicu-
ous type, “ Cottonseed oil slightly flavored with Olive Oil,” in one case, and in
the other, “ Cottonseed ” (in small type) and (in larger‘type) ¢ Olive Oil, a com-
pound,” were false and misleading ‘and deceived and ‘misled the purchaser.
Misbranding ‘of the article was alleged for tlie reason that it ‘purported to be-
a foreign' product, when not so, and for the further reason that' it was’an
imitation of, and was offered for sale under the distinetive name of, another
article, and being labeléd “ Contents one gallon ” and “ Net conterits full- bdu'on,”
reqpectlvely, whereas exdamination ghowed ‘a“*Shortage of 2.3 peér.cent and 2.5
per cent respectnely Misbranding of the’ ‘article  was alleged: for the further
reason that it Was food in package form, and the:quantity of the contents was
not plainly and consplcuoush marked on the outsuie of the package in teris
of weight, measure, or numerical count.

On June 30, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment '
of condemnation and forfeiture wag entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be sold by the United States marshal. o :
E. D. Bavry,

Acting Séeretary of Agriculture.

7356, Misbranding of The ¢ 3 Days ” Care, U. 8, * * * v, 4 Dozexx Bottles

Tof * * * The 3 Days » Cuve. Defanlt decree of condemnaition,
‘forfeiture, and destraction. (F. & D 7\10 10303 1. S. NO 10710—1‘
S. No. E-1393.)

~On May 14, 1919, the United States attorney for the DlS'[YlCt of Malyland
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 4 dozen bottles of The “3 Days” Cure, consigned on or about
May 5, 1919, remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages at Baltimore,
Ma.; alleging that the article had been shipped by The “3 Days” Cure Co.,
Washington, D. C., and transported from the District of Columbia into the
State of Maryland, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act, as amended. The article’was labeled in part: (Wrapper) “ The ‘3
Days’ Cure for men. A prompt and reliable remedy for Gonorrheea and Gleet,
Combines internal and local treatment suited to all cases. Can never do harm.”
(Bottle label) “The ‘3 Days’ Cure for men.” '

Analysis of a sample of the article made in the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department. showed that it consisted essentially of zinc sulphate, boric acid,
and water. _ )

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
" statements, appearing on the wrapper and bottle label, and in the circulars.
accompanying the article, regarding the curative and therapeutic effects thereof
for the treatment or cure of gonorrheea, gleet, and certain other diseases, wera
false ‘and fraudulent in that the article did not contain any ingredients ox.
combination of ingredients capable of producing the effects claimed for if, '
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On June 25, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was-ordered- by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal. "

E. D. Bary,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.
7357 Misbranding of Pabst's Okay Specific. U. S, * * * v, 9 Doze_n Bot-
tles of Pabst’s Olkay Specific. Default decree of condemmnation,

forfeiture, and destrmetion. (I, & D. No. 10304, I. S. No. 14991-r.
8. No. I-1389.)

On May 14, 1919, the United %tqtes att01 nos for the Dastern District of Penn-
svlvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the

District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 9 dozen bottles of Pabst’s Okay Specific, consmned by the,

abst Chemical Co., Chicago, Ill, remaining unsold in the. original -unbr 01\01_1
packages at Philadelphia,. Pa., alleging that_ the article had been shipped on.
or about April 16, 1919, and transported from the State of Illinois into the.
State. of Pennsylvania, and charging misbranding in violation of the TFood and
Drugs.Act, as amended. . The article was labeled in part: (Wrapper) ‘f'Pal_)st’s‘
0O.. XK. .Okay :Specific. * * * Gonorrheea, Gleet, Urethritis and. Chronic
Mucous Discharges. *~ * * Absolutely ,Safe. Causes No Stricture.”. (Bot-,
tle label) “ Pabst’s O. IX. Okay Specific * * * Gonorrbea, Gleet, Ure:thri’tis_
and Chronie Mucous Pigcharges.” ((Jucul(u page 1) *“Pabst.Okay Specific,
A well known tre“tment for gonorrhoea and gleet, urethritis and ehronic.
‘mucous discharges.’

Analysis of a sample of the article made in the Bureau of Chennstly of tlns
department showed that it cons1sted essentially of copaiba, buchu, uva ursi,
oil of peppermint, unidentified plqnt material, alcohol, and water. :

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the botéle label
wrapper, and circular accompanying the package contained certain statements,
designs, and devices, regarding the curative or therapeutic effects of the article
and the ingredients and substances contained therem for the tleatmént of
“on(nrhoea, gleet, urethritis, and chronic mucous dlscharoes, W thh statements
were false and fraudulent in that the altlcle would not produce the curative or
thérapeutie efrects whicli purchasers were led to expect by the said state-
nments, designs, and devices, and which were applied to ‘the article with the
knowledge of their falsity for the purpose of defrauding purchasers thereof.
Misbranding of the article was alleged for the further reason that it contained
29.5 per cent of alcohol by volume, and the paekage failed to bear a correct
statement on its label of the quantity or proportion of alcohol contained therein.

On June 12, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment.
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal. _

H. D. BALL,; -
Acting Secretary of Agricullure.
7358. Adulieration and misbranding of Big G. V. S. % * » vy 32 Dozen
Bottles of Big G. Default decree of contlelnpation, forfeiture, and
destruction. (. & D. No. 10305. I.'S. No. 2759-r, 8. No. W-352.)

On May 13, 1919, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
California, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriéulture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 32 dozen bottles of Big G, remaining unsold in the original un-
broken packages at San Francisco, Calif., alleging that the article had been
‘shipped on November 26, 1917, and October 14, 1918, by the Evans Chemical Co.,



